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ABSTRACT 

This report focuses on the sources of drug 
information that drive national drug policy. It includes all 
multi jurisdictional, federally sponsored data sources that pertain to 
illegal drugs that were located in an 18-month search. Written for 
individuals who are involved in the formulation of such policy at the 
national, state, and local levels, this report is intended to provide 
an understanding of the research and statistical information 
available to guide the laws, regulations, and practices that 
constitute public policy. In an attempt to provide information needed 
to formulate drug policy, this report examines the monitoring of 
illegal drug use, the extent of drug use, consequences of drug use, 
substance abuse treatment and prevention r and source and volume of 
illegal drugs. The current status of federal drug data is presented 
in a table identifying 38 federal sources of drug data. For each 
source, information is provided on the sponsoring agency, the purpose 
of the data set, the type of drug information that is available, and 
the coverage of the source by both population and geography. A 
section on drugs, crime, and the criminal justice system looks at 
state statutes, law enforcement, processing drug offenders and 
institutionalized offenders and drugs. (NB) 
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The AnthDrug Abuse Act of 1988 directed 
the President to examln<i the nature and 
extent of the drug problem and to propose 
policies to respond to It. Issued In Septem* 
ber 1989t the President's National Drug 
Control Strategy calls for '*a larger and 
more flexible Information base In order to 
help us refine and target our counterdrug 
efforts.'* The purpose of this report Is to 
explore the current status of the Federal 
information base on Illegal drugs. 

To formulate drug policy, policymakers use 
a variety of Information sources Including 
research and statistics from both govern** 
ment and nongovernment r^urces. As 
with economic statistics, drug policymakers 
look to the continuing, periodic statistical 
data produced by the Federal Government 
for Indtoators of the drug problem and how 
well we are responding to It. They need to 
know — 

• the extent and nature of the drug abuse 
problems In this country 

• the consequences of Illegal drug use for 
both the individual and society 

e where the Illegal drugs are coming from 

and how they are distributed 

« where to target scarce resources and 

whl3h Interventions to use 

e what effect Federal programs are having 

or these problems from both the supply 

and demand perspective. 



The Drugs & Crime Data Center & 
Clearinghouse of the Department of 
Justice was established with funds from 
the Department's Bureau of Justice 
Assistance and Is managed by the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics. This report 
launches a series of publications from 
the Data Center & Clearlngliouse. 

Given the Importance of Indteators of 
drug use and abuse In the United 
States, the focus of this cf^oort Is on the 
sources of drug InfonmatloK that dr^/e 
national drug policy. The audience for 
this report Is prlndpally those Involved In 
the formulation of such policy at the 
n<(tlonal. State, and bcal levels. Its 
Intent Is to provide an understanding of 
the resuarch and statistical Information 
available to guide the laws, regulations, 
and practtees that constitute public 
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poitey. A subsequent report will review 
technical issues of importance to those 
directly analyzing the output of these 
Information systems and data series. 

We have tried to include all muHljurisdic- 
tionai, federally sponsored data sources 
that pertain to illegal drugs. Our search 
over the last year and a half may have 
overk)oked some sources. We woukJ 
greatly appreciate Irt^ormatlon on any 
additional sources so that they may be 
included in any subsequent efforts. 

The Bureau of Justice Statistics thanks 
all the agencies and individuals, both 
public and private, who have reviewed 
this report and assisted In its prepara- 
tion. 

Joseph M. Bessette 
Acting Director 



Drug control and demand reductton efforts 
are to be quantitatively measured. The 
Antl*Drug Abuse Act of 1988 requires that 
each National Drug Control Strategy 
Include "comprehensh'e, research*based, 
long-range goals for reducing drug abuse 
In the United States," along with ''short- 
term measurable objectives which the 
Director determines may be realistically 
achieved In the two-year period beginning 
on the date of submission of the strategy." 
Evaluation of the Federal data available for 
nattonal policymsKIng must consider this 
requirement. 



Monitoring Illegal drug use 

Monitoring a problem of such diversity and 
change as Illegal drug use is a difficult 
task. It Is not simply one problem affecting 
one group. It Involves many different 
drugs, populations, and kication:.. The use 
and abuse patterns of Oite group in society 
In one city may be vc^ry different from 
those of the same group In another dty. 

Furthermore, Illegal drug use Is constantly 
changing. For example, the drug of choice 
for many users was powder cocaine In the 
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•arly lOStfi, ohr raging to oraok oooalne In 
the late 1980*8. Many data sources and 
networks attempt to anticipate shifte In 
consumption patterns and consequences 
of use Often, lx)wever, measurements 
are dated before they become available to 
poHcymakera* 

While much of the data that policymakers 
need Is available, much Is not. $ome of 
the questions that policymakers ask cannot 
be answered using current survey methods 
and technology. For example, unlike legal 
commodities, the total amount of Illegal 
drugs available In this country cannot be 
measured because of the surreptitious 
nature of the drug trade. Often data may 
not be available because of the cost and 
difficulty of collection. If data are available 
to shed Ight on a particular policy question, 
they may not cover all of the populations of 
concern, have adequate geographic cover- 
age, be produced frequently enough, or be 
of high enough quality on which to base 
policy decisions. 

The current statue of Federal drug data 

Illegal drug use Involves many aspects of 
society and government. Illegal dnjg traf* 
ticking Is an International business that 
supplies drugs of all types. Drug abuse 
results In major pubic health problems and 
produces problems for the economy and 
criminal Justice systems. Drug use Is 
Inked to the crime problem because of the 
kigal prohibition on the use of many drugs 
and its relationship to the commission of 
other crimes. Therefore, the Federal Gov- 
ernment Is addressing this problem In two 
ways: reduction of supply through Interdic- 
tion and enforcement and reductk)n of de- 
mand through education, prevention, and 
treatment. 

This report Identifies 36 Federal sources of 
drug data (table 1). They are either pro- 
duced or sponsored by 17 agencies In the 
Departments of State, Defense, Justice, 
Labor, Education, Health and Human 
Sen/ices, and Transportation. Several 
sources aro jdnt effc ^s. Because It Is not 
a drug Indicator, Federal budg&: Informa- 
tion Is not included here as a data source. 



To comprehensively describe the problem, 
statistical coverage of Illegal drug use 
Includes many kinds of Information. In 
general, these 3B sources are concerned 
with — 

• the bxXbvx of drug use 

e the consequence? of drug use 

• substance abuse treatment and preven- 
tion strategies 

e the source and volume of Illegal drugs 
available In the country 

• drugs, crime, and their Impact on criminal 
Justice systems. 

Some subjects are sparsely coveredi while 
others have several sources of Information. 
For example, existing sources do not ade** 
quatety describe drug use In all nonhouse- 
hokl populations. Many cover more than 
one aspect of the dmg problem, such as 
patterns of use and consequences of use, 
making classification difficult. 

Some of the data sources were created 
specifically to answer questtons about 
doigs and drug abuse. Th' National 
Hou$0hotd Survey on Dmg Abuse pro- 
duced by the National Institute on Drug 
Abuse was designed to measure drug use 
In the general population. Others are con- 
tinuing Federal data series that Include 
data on drugs or daig abuse but were Initi- 
ated to Inform us about other topics or 
populations. The Uniform Crime Reports 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation was 
devek>ped to measure crimes reported to 
the police. Drug questions have been 
added to many series In recent years In 
response to the deepening concern about 
Illegal drug use. While most are either 
statistical surveys or reporting programs, 
some tap operational Information to pro- 
vide statistical data about drugs. Unfortu- 
nately, some of the data relevant to Illegal 
drug use are not routinely published oi 
readily available. 

Most data sets look at Illegal drug use from 
the perspective of the sponsoring agency. 
For example, morbidity and mortality data 
are collected from the health care delivery 
system, which Is very different from the 
criminal Justice system In terms of subject 
matter, approach, and structure. There- 
fore, the measures used, geographic cov- 
erage, and unit of analysis may not be 
comparable from the data of one sponsor** 
^ng ayency to those of another. 



Both national and subnatlonal data are 
needed for public policy because of the 
need to provide and coordinate Federal 
resources i^mong the vartous levels of 
government and because the specifics of 
the drug problem vary from community to 
community. However, geographic cover- 
age varies enormously. Most sources pro- 
vide national estimates for the Indicators 
that they cover (table 2). Many sources 
that provide national estimates do not pro- 
vide subnatlonal, regional, or tooai data, 
thus limiting their use In poiicymaklng rele- 
vant to regions. States, and/or kx)alltles. 

On the other hand, many sources supply 
Information from a group of St^es, dtles, 
or other geographic units that are not 
nationally representative. The participating 
Jurisdictions In these muHljurisdIctlonal 
sources are not always the same, thus 
Imlting meaningful comparisons between 
sources (table 3).* Furthermore, national 
data are frequently unavailable for a given 
variable because the data are not drawn 
from a lepresentatlve sample. 

Much of the Ik formation ah a the drug 
problem In the United States has been 
accumulated over the past two decades. 
This corresponds to the same time period 
that saw an Increase In usage of and 
awareness about Illegal drugs. Some sur- 
veys have been repeated multiple times. 
These series altow for the examlnatton of 
drug use patterns and changes over many 
years. Others are either very recent or 
have not been repeated often enough to 
permit trend analysis. Very few have been 
conducted for the same time periods. 

Each type of data collection method has Its 
own limitations that affect the Interpretation 
of results. For example, some researchers 
feel that recer.t self-report data underreport 
the extent of drug use due to current nega- 
tive attitudes about drug use. This prob- 
lem may be particularly acute when the 
resoondent fears that an admission of drug 
use could have recriminations, such as for 
arrestees In the criminal Justice system. 



*Thl« roport do«6 not include a description of data 
dovolopad for single Jurisdictions (States* counties* and 
cities). Only sources that cover muiliple Jurlsdlctioni 
are included here. 



ERIC 



TtMtl* P«d*ri]drugdatiMuroM|1M0 





Sponaorlng 


Purpoaa 


Drug Information 


Covariiga by 


TltootditftMt 


agancy 


avallabto 


Poputotion 


Geography 




Natiofi«l Houtahold Survey 
on Drug AbuH 


NIDA 


To maaiura tha pravrJanca of 
drug «nd alcohol usa 


PravatoncB aatknaiaa fbr marh 
Juana, cccaina, Inhalanto, hal- 
luolnoginB, PCP, Btlmutonta, 
aadatlvaa, tranqulltarB, anal- 
gaatoB, atoohol, and clgsrattaB 
by aga, tax, raca, and ragton 


Houtahcto 
ponutotion age 
12 and oktor 


National 


Monltortng lh« Future: 
ACofitinulr^Study oftha 
LIftitytoi tnd Vtluoi of Youth 


NIDA 


To axplora trandu In drug uia, 
ohandaa In valuaa, bahavtori, 
and lAiBtyto ortontattoni of Anrwrl- 
can youth 


100 drug uBa anddanr>o« 
graphto Itoma 


High tchool 
aantort and 

young adulto 


National 


Worldwidi 8uwty of Sutotinca 
Abut* fend HoaHh B«h«vlori 

orriong Mlltiry Parionnol 


U.8. Dapartmantof 
Dafinaa 


To maaiura •ubttanoa uia and 
haalth bahavlori among mIMary 
paraonni) 


Drug* alcohol, and tobacco 
uaa; nagatlva affacto of atoohol 
and drug uta; poaMva haalth 
practtoaa; baltoto and attitudaa 
aDOUl i^mo, ana oaiaiB ana 
attitudaa about mHtary alcohol 
and drug pdllcy and programa 


Acttva^duty 
mMltory par- 
aonnallntha 
Army, Navy, 

MarniaBi ano 

Air Force 


U.8. mUltory 
baaea worki* 
wide 


Hliptnic Homith and Nutrition 
Examination Survey (HHANE8) 


National Cantor for 
HaalthSiatiitici 


To tha haalth status of 
K'ipanic Amaricini 


8upptomantolquaa1tonnaira n 
uaa of n^iuana, cocalna, ln« 
nalanto, aadatlvM, tobacco, 
and alcohol 


HItpanto 
houtahoto 
mamoert age 

12to74 


MultiJurlBdto- 
ttonal 

\a QiBiaa m iO 
2tocalttoa 
with torga 
HItpanto 
poputottona) 


National Longitudinal 8urvay 
of Youth 


U.8. Dapartmantof 
Ubor 


To traoK amploymant and voca 
ttonal achtovanwnt, fimlly, and 
amploymant itotui 


In aonoa yaara, data on drug 
uba (1984, 1086), alcohol uaa 
(1082-8^ 1088), and datin* 
quant bahavtor (1080) 


indlvtoualt 
age 14 to 22 


National 


National Youth Survay 


Joint affort of NIMH 
and NIDA 


To famly, p^r, and othar Drug and alcohol uta and 
Influancat on dallnquancy and othar variabtoa including dalln* 
Bubstanca abusa quancy. tonnliy. aohool, paar 

group, mantal haalth, end tax* 

ual bahavtori 


Youtht and 
one parent 


National 


EpidamloloQical Catchment 
Aroa Program (EGA) 


NIMH 


To aitimata tha pravatenca of 
mantal disordar In tha U.S. popu* 
totlon 


Drug abuBa and drug dapand- 
anca are Includad dlaordara 


^nmivtiinlKi 

vOiTiniuniij 
ratldentt and 
Inttltuttonal 
poputottont 


LUvHi, 111 mil* 

juri8dk:ttonal 


Community EpklanYlology 
WorkQroup(CEWG) 


NIDA 


To provlda aarly warning and ap^ 
damioiogy of drug ufta 


Pattarna, tranda, and conaa* 
quanoaa of drug uaa tociuding 
rlak ftectora and mathoda da* 
vatopmant 


More than one 
type of data 
utad 


Local, muitl- 
lurltdlcttonal 


Drug Uta Foracatting (DUF) 


U.a Dapartmantof 
Juitica: U^ andBJA 


To datarmlna tha axtont of drug 
uia among arrastaai 


Urlna tatt and Intorvtow raauita 
forawtoa vartotyoflltogal 
drugs by damographk: charac* 
torlattoa, charga atarraat, 
traatmant hiatory, and drug In- 
goBt'on mathoda 


Mala and 

!emale 

arrettaoBand 

]uvtnBe 

detoineet 


Local, mutti- 
Juritdk:tional 
(23 clttot) 


Drug and Alcohol Ubo 
among ArrastMB 


NIDA 


To dancrlba tha pravalanca and 
pattarna of drug usa among ar- 
roataas 


Urir/a toat and Intorvtow data 
for hiatory of drug and alcohol 
uBd; fraquancy and routo of 
admlnlatratton; traatmant hla* 
tory; and loctoaconomlc chor- 
actoriatlca 


Mato 

arrattoea 


Local, muiti* 
Jurltdk: ttonal 
(3 QltieB) 


Conatquanota of drug uaa 


Mortality MuHlpla C^uia^of^Doath 
DataFlla: 1060*87 


National Cantor for 
Haalth Statiitics 


To nwriitor ail cauiat of doath 


Drug polBonIng aa a cauaa of 
death by damographto charac- 
tarlstlcB 


All recorded 
deatha 


National 


National Maternal and In^t 
Heallh Survay 


Canto^B fo. DImM 
Control and National 
Cantar for Haalth 
StotlBtici' 


To non^tor matornat and infant 
mortollty, morbidity* haalthi and 
nutrition 


Alcohol, tobacco, and drug ubo 
of the mother 


Live birthi. In- 
fant and fetoi 
deatha, and 
their mothe^B 
In 1008 


National 


National Adolaicent Studont 
Hoallh Sufvay 


Put>»c Haalth 8arv- 
Ica'iOfflca ofDIi' 
aaia Pravantion and 
Haalth Promotion. 
Cantori tor Diioaia 
Control, and NIDA 


To datarmlna haahh-ralatad 
knowladga, bahavtori, and attl* 
tudOB anKino young paopto 


Atoohol, drug, and tobacco 
uta; autoida and deprattton; 
nutrltton; vtolanca; and taxu* 
ally trantmtttad diteatet 


Eighth* and 
tonth*grade 
Btudento 


National 
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Sponaoring 
aganoy 


Purpoia 


Drug Inforfnatlon 
available 


Coverage i/y 

Population QaooraDhv 


Dru9 WAfnIno N«NvorK 
(DAWN) 


NIDA with oarticloa- 
tlon from DBA 


To monitor drug abuta pattarni Involvamant of druga In daatiii 
and trandi and atfaii tha haalth and amargancy room i^plaodai 
hazardt aaaoclaiad with drug by typa of drug, raaion lor tBK- 

Ing tha drug, damographlc 
chai^ctoriatlcB of tha utar, and 
motroDolMan AfM 


Deaths and 
emergency 
roomvislta 


Multijuriidic. 
tlonal 


•ubttafiMabutAtrMtrntnt ^ — ~ — ■ 

and prmmlton 


NtBOAti Of ua ind AloohoUtm 
TrMlmnt Unit Survey 
(r4DATU8) 


«lolntfybyNIDAand 
NIAAA 


To Identify and daicriba drug 
abuia and alcohollBm traatmant 
andpra^/ontlonfacllitiaB 


Charactarlstioc of drug treat- 
ment prograrris Including treat* 
mantcapacitlea, utMicHoo 
rates, funding sources, and 
staffing pattema 


Alcohol and/br 
drug treatment 
and preven- 
tion programs 


60 States. DC. 
Puerto Rico, 
and other 
American ter- 
ritorlaa 


The Slate AlcohoJ ind 
DruoAbuie ProfHa 
(8ADAP) 


Jointly by NIDA and 
NIAAA 


To collect aggregate traalment 
program data 


Treatment program charaotar- 
latics, funding aliocationa, and 
olient characteristics 


Alcohol and/or 
drug treatment 
programs 


60 States. DC, 
Puerto Rioo, 
andotfier 
American ter« 
ritories 


TrMtmnt CXitooma ProBMCtiva 
Study (TOPS) 


NIDA with NU 


To provide detaled ln.ormatlon on CharacterlitiCB of drug traat- 
charwiterieycB of clienta entering n.ant cNanti Including alcohol 
aalacfied drug traatmant program! and drug uia hiilory, cHmlnal 
and their behavior before, during, hletory, socloaconomio Inlbr- 
and after treatment matlon, traatmant hietory, and 

Clinic treatmarttdAte 


Clients In pub* 
licly ftinded 
drug treatment 
programa 


Multqurlsdic- 
tional (10 
cities. 41 pro- 
grams) 


CantuiofStftto Adult 
CorraottonR] Fiicllltet 




To daicriba Stata-oparatad con- 
flnamentand communlty^baiad 
ftellitieB 


The number of Inmataa or 
rasldenta In counaaHng pro- 
grams Including those for drug 
dependency 


Offenders In 
State-oper- 
ated faollltles 


State 


Survay of Employar Antl^drug 
Programt 


Buraau of Labor 
SlKtiitici 


To eitimate the number of private Tha axlatenca of d^g-teatlng 
employer drug-teating or em- or employee aaalitartca pro- 
ployee aielitanca programa grami by aitabUehmant char- 

actarlatici 


Private, non« 
agricultural 
establish- 
ments 


National and 
census region 


Slitaand DlitrlctEffoftt 
In Subttanca Abuia 
Education Survaya 


Cantar for Education 
StatislicB 


To aiaaM Stale and local public Slate aui>itance abuia educa- 
ichool district efforts In aubatance tlon raqulrementa, dlitrlct aub- 
abuia education etance abuse poklas, 

assistance, resources, and 
oercelvad Axfunt nf riniei 


State educa- 
tion agencies 
and local pub* 
lie Mhod dls- 
trlcti 


National and 
State 


Soiikva and voluma ' ~ — 

of tllagaldnioa 


Nauonai Naroolci Intalloanca 
Coniumara Commlttaa (NNICC) 


Multipla Fadaral 
aganciai 


To colleot, anaV«e, and dissemi- 
nata strategic natlonat/lntarna* 
tional Intailgance on sources of 
drugs 


The amounts of opiates, co- 
caine, cannabis products, and 
other litogal druga avalable 
from selected source countries 




Intarnatlonai 


IntarnaHonal Narcotici Control 
8trataoyRaport(INC8R) 


U.S. Dapartmentof 
Stata 


To provide the President with 
Information on what major lUkrit 
drug-producing countries are 
doing lo prevent drug production, 
tafficKhtg, and related money 
laundering 


Production estimates for a 
variety of drugs by source 

country 




Intemational 


Dniga,odma,Mndtha — ' 

erlmlnal Juatloa ayitam 


ittataotatutaa 












AQuldatoStataControllod 
Subitancas Acta 


BJA 


To describe State provisions re- 
lating to ^e possession, use, 

Mig. dtetribution, and manufac- 
ture of drugs 


Federal and Stata Ci, trolled 
substances act provlstona on 
scheduling, petMilties, forfeit- 
ure, involvement of minora, 
drug paraphernalia, safe- 
houses, and education and 
treatnrtent 


Federal and 
State statutes 


Federal and 
S^te 


DigaitofStata Alcohol- 
Highway Safety Legislation 


National Highway 
Traffic Safoty Admin- 
lutratlon 


To describe State statutes con- 
cerning State alcohol-retatod 
highway aafety legislation 


Liets drugs that If used may re- 
sult In a drlvlng-whlle-lntor^l- 
cated offense and whether 
blood or urine teste for drugs 
may be required of drivere 


State statutes 


State 
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Tabltl. Continued 



mofdatsMt 


Sponsoring 


Purpose 


Drug information 


Coverage by 


aganoy 


available 


Population 


Geography 


Umr tnfomnMNit 


Uniform CrImsRaporti 
(DOR) 


FBI 


To count the number of offenses 
known to the police, arrests, and 
clearances 


Arreet data on drug abuse 
vk)latk)ns Including possession 
and sate/manuftecturing 


gB% of total 
U.S. popula- 
tion 


Local 


8yitimloRelrl9V« 

InforniAtion froiTi Omo 
Evktono«(8TRtDC) 


DEA 


Tu analyze drugs bought or 
seized by DEA and some StaW 
and local agencies 


Type of drug seized or bought, 
purltyi and locatton of confisca- 
tion 


Substances 
seized or 

bought by 
DEA 


National 


UNvEnforoanmt 
Manao«m«ntC4nd 
AdmlnlttrativiStetiitlot 
(L6MA8) 


BJ8 


To provide national dale on the 
management and administration 
of law enforcement agencies 


Existence of laboratory testing 
faoHltias, drug enforcement 
units, and drug e<iucatk>n units 


Law enforce* 
mentagenoles 


National 


PfOMMlng dni0 offMidm 


National Judlolil Raportlng 
Program (NJRP) 


BJS 


To provide natlona! duta on the 
judicial phase of the crfaminal 
lustice system 


Convictions and sentences for 
eight major felonies Including 
drug trafficking 


Fefonyconvlc- 
tfons 


National and 
county 


Oftondar-BaMd Transaction 
8tatistios(OBT8) 


BJ8 


To track felony arrests through Transactions resulting In the 
the oriminal Justice system to final disposition of fslony arrests for 
disposition drug offsnaes 


Aduitfetony 
arrests 


State, multl- 
Jurlsdtotfonal 


Prosecution of FolonyArrasts BJ8 


To track fekiny arrests through 
senlenoing from the prosecutor*s 
perspeoiVe 


Processing of drug trafftoklng 
and drug possesskm felonies 


Fetony arrests 
or kidtotrrtents 


Local, muiti* 
jurlsdtottonat 


National C^rraotions 
RaporHno Program (NCRP) 


9JS 


To describe prisoners entering 
and leaving custody or supervl^ 
ston, Including lime served 


Prisoners and parolees whose 
most serfous convkition of* 
tense was drug trafftoklng or 
possession 


AH prison 
admissions 
and releases 
and parole 
releases 


Multijurlsdk:- 
tkmal, Federal 
and State 


Ftdaral tntagratad Justica 
Datauata 


BJS 


To describe tiie Federal criminal 
Justice system from Investlgatkir. 
through release from correctional 
superviskMi 


Processing of Federal drug of- 
tenses of distrlbutfon/manufac* 
ture, Importatfon, possession, 
and general trafficklno^mlscel* 
laneous 


Suspecte In 

matters 

Involving 

Federal 

offenses 


Federal 


Juvanlla Court Statistics 


OJJDP 


To describe the cases and Juve- 
niles processed by the juvenile 
courts in the United States 


National estimates of drug 
delinquency ofterses and fur- 
ther detail on drug possesston, 

drug trafficking, and nwr|juana 
cases for a small ^ of the at- 
risk population 


Cases 
disposed 

of by juvenile 
courts 


National and 

multijurlsdic* 
ttonal 


Inatltutionalliad offsndata 
and Jruga 


Survay of Inmatsa of 
LocalJalls 


BJH 


To describe the characteristics 
of inmates In k^cal Jails 


Drug and aksohot use, criminal 
history, current offense, health 
care, and soctoeconomic char* 
actertsttos 


Jail inmates 


National 


Survey of Inmatsa of Stata 
Corrsotional Facllitiss 


BJS 


To describe the characteristics 
of prison inmates 


Drug and aJcohol use, drug 
and treatment history, criminal 
history, current offense, so- 
ctoeconomlc characteristics 


State prison 
innnates 


National 


Survay of Youtfi In Cusdddy 


BJS 


To describe theciaracterlstlGS 
of youth in long-term, State-oper* 
ated correctional institutions 


Drug and alcohol use, socfo- 
economk: characteristics, fam- 
ily situatfon, criminal history, 
current offr nse, and weapons 
use 


Youth in fong- 
term. State- 
operated 

instituti'^ns 


National 


Children in Custody Csnsus 


OJJDP 


To describe juvenile custody 
facilities and their reskionts 


The number of Juveniles by 
most serfous offense including 
drug-related offenses and the 
number of treatn>ent programs 
available and their enrollment 


Ail pubic and 
private Juve* 
nile custody 
facilities 


National 


Survey of Prison and 
Jail Inmates 


NU 


To provkls detaHed infbrmatlon 
about ser ous offenders who are 
incarceraed 


Use of drugs and ateohot, self- 
reports of criminal activity, and 
donrmgraphic data 


State prison 
and local jaS 
Inmates 


State, multl- 
jurisdictional 
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Tabto2. Q#ographlooov*rag# 
of HimnA drug data aoumt 

IntomttloMi 

Nallonaf Narootiot Intollioence 
ContumtivCommittM 
Intomadontl Narootloa Control 
Stratagy Report 

Fadaral(only) 

Fadaral Iniagratod Juatloa Databaaa 
National 

National HouaahoM SMfvay on Drug AtHiaa' 
MonitorkigihaFutura: A Continuing Study 
ofthaUfastyiaaandVaiueaofYoutti 
National Longitudinal Sun/ay of Youth 
National YouviSufvay 
Mortality Multipla Cause-of-Daath 
DataFila; 1068*8r 

National Matamal«ndlnfantHaalth Survey 
NadonalAdolat ^tudant Health Survey 
Sunday of Employer Antt^lrug Programa* 
Dbtriot Efforta inSutntanoe Atniaa 

Education Survey 
Syatem to Retrieve Infonnation 

from Drug Evidenoa* 

Law EnforoemantManagement 

and Adminiatrativa Stattitica 
National Judicial Reporting Program** 
Juvenila Court Statlatica^ 
Sun/ey of Inniatea of Local Jails 
Sunday of Inmates of State Correctional 

FacWtiea 

Survey of Youth in Custody 
Children in Custody Census** 

State 

National Drug and Alcohollam 

Trsatmant Unit Sunday 

The State Alcohol and Drug AtHjaa Profile 

Census of State Adult Conractional Facilities 

State Efforts in Substanoa Abuse Education 

Suivey 

A Guide to State Controlled Substancds Acts 
Digest of State Alcohol-Highway Safety 
Legislation 

Multistats 

Offender-Based Transaction Statiatics 
National Corrections Reporting Program 

Looal 

Uniform Crime Reports 

Multljuriadlctlonal 

Hispanic Health and Mutrltlon 
Examination Survey 

Epidemiological Catchment Area Program 
Community Epidemiology WorkGroup 
Drug Use Forecasting 
Drug and Alcohol Use among Arrestees 
Drug Abuse Warning Network 
Treatmer^Outcome Prospective Study 
Prosecutton of Felony Anests 
Survey of Prison and Jail Inrr ates 

Othar 

WorkJwIde Survey of Substance Abuse 
and Health Bohavk^r? among Military 
Pemonnel 



^Subnstional data svsitabl«. 

*'Somo Gtata tmd/or local data avsllabls* 



Extant of drug um 



Valuabia data aro available on tho Ind- 
dance and prevalence of drug uhb for the 
U.S. household population and some aeg- 
ments of that population such as high 
achool students and mlHtary peraonneL 
Much of these data come from epidemio- 
logical aourcea. Data for aome population 
tegmenta auch aa thoae who do not live In 
househoMa and minorltlea are less well 
represented. These are algnlfteant gaps 
because evidence suggests daig use la 
disproportionately high In nonhouaehokJ 
and aome minority populatlona. Most of 
the data on the extent of drug use are for 
nationally representath/e samples. 

National Household Survey on Drug At use 

This aurvey sponsored by the National In- 
stitute on Drug Abuse (NlOA) reports the 
nature and extent of drug abuse among 
the househokl population age 12 and older 
In the coterminous United States. Initiated 
In 1972, this sample survey will be con- 
ducted for the 1 0th time In 1 990. Begin- 
ning In 1990, surveys will be conducted 



In selected cities to provide olty-le»/el drug 
,;«se estimates, Individuals are Interviewed 
In person using self«admlnlstered answer 
sheets to maximize the validity of re* 
sponses to sensitive questions. Certain 
age and race/ethnldty groups are over** 
sampled to obtain more stable estimates of 
drug use for these groups. Estimates are 
made for the Nation, region, and metropoli- 
tan areas. 

Each survey develops estimates for use of 
marijuana, cocaine, opiates, alcohol, 
cigarettes, and nonmedical use of various 
other drugs. The principal correlates of 
drug use Included In the survey are age, 
sex, race/ethnldty, density of population, 
region of residence, educational attainment 
among those 18 years old and older, and 
current employment. 

The National Household Survey on Drug 
Abuse does not Include people who do 
not live In households, such as the home- 
less, those living on mlltary bases, and 
those In correctional Institutions. Some of 
these noncovered groups are known to 
have high rates of drug abuse. The drug 



TsMeS. Compsrisonofpartlolpantalnthraamultliurtadlotlonaldrugdataaouroea 

Community 
Epidemiology 
WorkO^ouiTtCEWO) 



Atlanta, QA 

Boston. MA 

Chicago, IL 

Dallas. TX 
Denver, CO 
Dotroit.MI 



Los Angeles, CA 
Miami, FL 

MInneapolls/St Paul,MN 
Newark, N J 
New Orleans, LA 
Now York, NY 



Philadelphia, PA 
Phoanlx,AZ 

St Louis, MO 

San Diego, CA 
San Francisco, CA 

Saattle.WA 
Washington, DC 



Drug AtHiae Warning 
Network (PAWN) 

Atlanta. OA 
Baltimore, MD 

Boston, MA 
Buffalo, NY 
Chicago, IL 
Claveland,OH^ 
Dallas, TX 
Denver. CO 
Detroit, Ml 



Indianapolis, IN* 
Kansas City, MO* 
Los Angeles, CA 
Mlaml,FL 
Mlnraapolls.MN 
Newark. N J 
New Orleans. LA 
New York, NY 
Norfolk. VA* 
Oklahoma City, OK* 

Philadelphia. PA 
Phoer^x.AZ 

St. Louis. MO 
San Antonio. TX* 
San DIsgo, CA 
San Francisco, CA 

Seattle, WA 
Washington. DC 

^Mftdlcal Axsmlnsr covtrags only. 



Drug Use 
ForeoaatlnflCDUFl 



Birmingham. AL 



Chicago. IL 
Cleveland. OH 
Dallas. TX 

Detroit. Ml 
Fort Lauderdale. FL 
Houston. TX 
Indianapolis, IN 
KanoasClty.MO 
Los Angeles, CA 
Miami, FL 



NewOrleancLA 
NtvvYork,NY 



Omaha. NE 
Philadelphia, MA 
Phoenix. AZ 
Portland. OR 
St Louis. MO 
SanAntonk).TX 
San Diego, CA 

SanJoso, CA 

Washington, DC 



US* pr«vatonc« eat -matdQ should be 
viewed m approximations for some drugs 
because of low reports of use. 

Monttorlng ih$ Future: A Continuing Study 
of th0 UfQstylBs and ValuM of Youth 

This survey Is another major source of epi- 
demiological data on drug abuse. Also 
known as Tha High School Senior Sun/oy, 
It Is supported by NIDA. The purpose of 
this survey Is to explore the current preva- 
lence of drug use, changes In values* be- 
haviors, and Ufestyle orientations of 
American youth. 

Since 1976, representative national sam- 
ples of high school seniors have been sur- 
veyed annually about their drug use and 
attitudes and beliefs about drugs. Ques- 
tionnaires are administered to students in 
classrooms In about 130 public and private 
schools. Marijuana, Inhalants, hallucino- 
gens, cocaine, heroin, other opiates, stimu- 
lants, sedativeSt tranquilizers, alcohol, and 
cigarettes are covered by the sun/ey. Fol- 
lowup of representative subsamples of the 
original graduates has been conducted for 
up to 11 years, providing data on young 
adults arid college students. 

The major limitation of the program Is the 
nonlncluslon of school dropouts and those 
who were absent from school on the day of 
the survey. There Is reason to believe that 
these groups may be more lilcely to use 
drugs than students who were In school for 
the sun/ey. 

Worldwide Survey of Substance Abuse 
and Health Behaviors among Military 
Personnel 

These sun/eys sponsored by the Depart- 
ment of Defense estimate drug use among 
military personnel and have been con- 
ducted In 1980, 1982, 1985, and 1988. 
The prevalence and frequency of use of 
dnjgs, alcohol, and tobacco by active-duty 
members of the Ar/iiy» Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Air Force are estimated from 
questionnaires completed during sched* 
uled survey sessions at military Installa- 
tions. Information about the consequences 
of alcohol and drug abuse on the work per* 
formance, social relattonshlps, and health 
of active-duty military personnel is aiso 
collected. 



The last two surveys also examined the 
prevalence of health behaviors other than 
substance use and the Implcatlons of 
health behaviors for mlltary readiness and 
the overall well-boing of military persunnel. 
The 1988 survey also considered attitudes 
and knowledge about AIDS transmission 
and prevention. The sun^ey also examines 
perceptions of mlHtary personnel about the 
effectiveness of military programs and 
policies In coping with substance abuse. 
Estimates are computed for all actlvenduty 
military personnel, personiel In each 
sen/lce, and various demographic and mili- 
tary rank groups. 

Hispanic Hem and Nutrition Examination 
Survey (HHANES) 

This National Center for Health Statistics 
(NCHS) survey was conducted between 
1982 and 1984 to assess the health and 
nutrition of Hispanic Amerteans. it Included 
dmg use questions. The prevalences of 
marljuanat cocaine. Inhalant, and sedative 
use were estimated from Inteivlews with a 
probability sample of 6,021 Individuals be- 
tiveen the ages of 12 and 74 from Hispanic 
househokis. 

A home interview and a subsequent physi- 
cal examination conducted In an examina- 
tion center gathered sododemographlc 
information and data about health status, 
needs, practices, and Insurance as well as 
barriers to health care. The examination 
and laboratory components of the study 
collected data on a variety of health condi- 
tions and nutrltlon*related conditions. 

The sample was designed to represent the 
three major Hispanic subgroups: Mexican- 
Americans, Puerto RIcans, and Cuban- 
Americans. Tho sample also focused on 
areas of the coun^^ where sufficient num- 
bers of Hispanic groups resided to make It 
feasible to collect data and generate esti- 
mates. Mexican-Americans reskling In 
selected areas of Texas, California, Col- 
orado, New Mexico, and Arizona; Cuban- 
Americans resting In Dade County, 
Florida; and Puerto RIcans living In the 
New York City area were selected. 

The HHANES does not allow the construc- 
tion of national estimates of Hispanic drug 
use because of the group/area features of 
the sample design. Moreover, It will not 
estimate drug use for nonhousehoU popu- 
lations, some of which are known to be at 
high risk of drug use. 



National Longitudinal Sun/ey of Youth 

This ongoing survey of the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Labor Includes a nationally repre- 
sentatlve group of males and females who 
were age 14-22 In 1979. Blacks, Hlspan- 
k:s, and k>w-lncome whites In selected 
househokis were oversampled In the 
cohort of approximately 12,000 cases. 
As of 1969, 10 rounds of data have been 
collected. Data are collected for a large 
number of demographic, educational, 
vocational, family, and empk)yment fac- 
tors. Between 1962 and 1965, data were 
collected on drinking behavlom and prob- 
lems. In 1984 and 1988, a set of questions 
about drug use was Included In the sun/ey. 
Informatton about delinquent activities and 
police contacts was gathered In 1980. 

The utilty of this survey for examining sub- 
stance abuse patterns and the relationship 
between substance use and delinquency/ 
crime Is limited by the occasional Inoluston 
of questtons about drug use. Sun/ey re- 
spondents were drawn from households, 
not the military or Institutions. 

National Youth Sunday 

This sun/ey Is a Joint effort of the National 
Institute of Mental Health (NIMH) and 
NIDA In the Department of Health and 
Human Sen/Ices. It was designed to 
assess family, peer, and other influences 
on delinquency and substance abuse. It 
Includes a national probability sample of 
males and females age 1 1 through 17 in 
1976. inten/lews of Juveniles and one of 
their parents weru conducted In several 
waves during the late 1970's and 1980's 
producing tongltudlnal data. 

Self-reported daig use data have been 
collected for akxihol and drugs; for demo- 
graphic, mental health, family, sexua! 
behavior, school, and community factors; 
and for involvement In serious and nonserl- 
ous delinquency. PoHce agency records 
were al^o searched. Several publications 
from (his sun/ey have examined the drug 
uf/^, delinquency, and mental health rela- 
tionship. 

The strengths of these date are the na- 
tional representativeness of the samp') 
and the repeated measures that provide 
bngltudlnal data over a 10*year segment 
of the lifespan. 
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EpUlmfohotc9l CatGhm0nt Area Progrm 
(EGA) 

Bftginnlng In 1977, NIMH bagan de^/olop- 
ment of this program to estimate the 
prevalence of psychiatric dieordcirs and 
•ymptome In community and In^itttutlonal 
populatione. Studies were cor^ducted In 
Baltimore, MD; Durham. NC; Los Angeles, 
CA; New Haven, CT; and St. Louis, MO. 
Samples of at least C.SOO Individuals at 
each site were selected and Interviewed to 
determine the presence of psychiatric dls<» 
orders. The Diagnostic Inten/lew Schedule 
(DIS), developed for the EGA. was used In 
each survey. The DIS was developed from 
the American Psychiatric Association's Dh 
$gno$tlo and Statlstkal Manual, TNrd £df- 
tlon (1980), that defines specific psychiatric 
(flsordere. Followup Interviews were also 
conducted. 

As part of the Interview, respondents were 
asked about their use of alcohol and Illegal 
dnigs Inciuding amphetamines, barbitu- 
rates, cocaine, heroin, psychedelcs, and 
marijuana. Additional Information was 
gathered to alJow classification of drug use 
as being abuse and/or dependence as 
defined by the Diagnostic and Statistical 
Manual, Third Edition. 

The major strength of the EGA surveys for 
analyzing drug use and abuse Is their use 
of standard psychiatric classification crlte< 
ria* The major Imitation Is the Imtted geo- 
graphic coverage of five cities/counties. 

Community Epidemiology Work Group 
(CEWQ) 

In November 1976, NIDA established the 
CEWQ as the foundation for a community-* 
based epidemiological sun/elllance pro- 
gran.. The CEWQ meets semiannually 
to discuss patterns and trends of daig 
abuse ~ especially emerging problems, 
risk factors, and negative health and social 
consequences associated with drug abuse 
In 19 major metropolitan areas of the 
United States. 

The dtles represented include Atlanta, QA; 
Boston, MA; Chicago, IL; Dallas, TX; Den- 
ver, CO; Detroit, Ml; Washington, DC; Los 
Angeles, CA; Miami, FL; MInneapoUs/St. 
Paul, MN; Newari<, NJ; New Orieans, LA; 
New yofk City, NY; Phlladolphia, PA; 
Phoenix, AZ; St. Louis, MO; San Diego, 
CA; San Francisco, CA; and Seattle, WA. 



Proceedings describing the status of dmg 
abuse In each of the 19 cities are prepared 
and published semiannually. Data from 
medical examiners; hospital emergency 
rooms; Federal, State, and local law 
enforcement; treatment programs; and 
other Information sources are used to de- 
scribe drug use patterns and problems In 
local areas. Reports by officials from sev- 
eral foreign countries on the extent and 
nature of drug abuse In their countries are 
also Included In the proceedings, 

CEWQ data are most useful for provteling 
timely descriptions of the patterns of use 
and abuse In participating cities. While 
there Is no standard data-reporting proto- 
col for participating cities, efforts are cur- 
rently under way to Improve standard- 
Izatlon across dty reports for systematic 
comparisons of dtles and analysis of 
trends. 

Drug Use Forecasting (DUF) 

To provide data on recent drug use by 
arrestees who may not be covered In other 
eurveys, two Department of Justice agen- 
des, the National Institute of Justice (NIJ) 
and the Bureau of Justice Asslstarce 
(BJA). began DUF In 1986. Since 1967, 
arrestees In up to 23 dtles have been 
Inten/lewed about their drug use and asked 
to provMe a voluntary and anonymous 
urine spedmen as part of DUF. Efforts are 
made to obtain a minimum of 225 urine 
spedmens from males, 100 from females, 
and 100 from Juveniles in each partldpating 
dty each quarter. Over 15,000 arrestees 
were studied In 1989. Persons chargtafd 
with drug offenses were deliberately under- 
sampled. Thus, DUF provides minimal 
estimates of drug use In the arrestee popu- 
lation. Urine spedmens are analyzed by 
the Enzyme Multiplied immunoassay 
Technique (EMIT) for the presence of 10 
drugs: marijuana, cocaine, opiates, PGR, 
amphetamines, diazepam, propoxyphene, 
metha:|ualone, barbiturates, and 
methador^e. (Amphetamine results are 
confirmed by gas chromatography.) Data 
are produced quarterly and annijally. 

In addition to Its national objectives, DUF 
Is to provide each participating city with 
Information for--- 

• detecting drug epidemics early 

• planning allocation of law enforcement 
resources 

• determining treatment and prevention 
needs, 



The partldpating dtles include Birming- 
ham, AL; Chicago, IL; Cleveland, UH; 
Dallas, TX; Detroit, Ml; Fort Lauderdale, 
FL; Houston, TX; Indianapolis, IN; Kansas 
City, MO; Los Angeles, CA; Miami, FL; 
New Orleans, LA; New York (Manhattan), 
NY; Omaha, NE; Philadelphia, PA; 
Phoenix, AZ; Portland, OR; St. Louie, MO; 
San Antonio, TX; San Diego, CA; San 
Jose, CA; and Washington, DC. Not ail 
dtles with serious drug problems are In- 
cluded In DUF. 

The major limitation of DUF Is the absence 
of a probability sampling plan permitting 
generalization of results to the total ar- 
restee populations In the partldpating cities 
and In the United States. On the other 
hand, evidence from several DUF dtles 
demonstrated considerable agreement 
between DUF sample estimates of dmg 
use and estimates derived from larger 
samples from the same dtles. 

Drug and Alcohol Use among Arrestees 

This study was sponsored by NIDA to 
describe the prevalence and drug use 
amon^ arrestees. In the study, 1,520 
newly arrested adult male<j In Seattle, WA; 
New Orleans, LA; and Charlotte, NC, were 
Interviewed In 1986 and 1987, and urine 
samples were collected from 1 ,240. Infor- 
mation was gathered about demographics, 
employment and Income, alcohol and dmg 
abuse treatment, criminal history, and past 
and current drug and alcohd use patterns. 
A probability sampling plan was employed 
to represent new adult male arrestees In 
the tt.ree dtles during the data collection 
period. 

Criminal justice practices and drug use 
patterns vary by dty, so these data may 
not be generallzable beyond the three 
dtles. Moreover, seli**reports about sensi- 
tive topics such as drug use and crime 
Involvement by Inalvlduals who have Just 
been arr jsted and are being Interviewed 
in Jail almost surely underestimate these 
phenomena. 
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ContMjutneas of drug um 

Drug abusQ can havo a wide range of 
adverse heaith, rx>nomlc, and aoclal ctsn- 
aequencea. Druj usere may die from 
overdoses, not participate in the legitimate 
economy, and havo health problems. Drug 
use disrupts families. The quailty of life in 
neighborhoods b adversely affected by 
drug trafflddng. 

Several national data bases contain very 
large numbers of cases, but the informa- 
tion on these problems Is Rmlted In scope. 
The sources described below address 
some of the adverse health consequences 
of daig use; little national Information Is 
available on negative economic and soda* 
consequences of drug use. 

Frequently, these data have also be' 
used as Indicators of the extent of 
and as an early warning system fr 
changes In the nature and patten 
abuse. Such use often extends t' 
beyond their legitimate use. 

Mortalltv Multlpio Caaso^hDeaV 
f/te; m8^$7 

These NCHS data Include Information on 
every death registered In the United States 
from 1968-87 with the exception of 1972, 
when a 50% sample of records was proc- 
essed. These data are based on Informa- 
tion from all death certificates filed In the 
50 States and me District of Columbia. 
Demographic; Informaclon about the de* 
ceased such as age, race, sex. and place 
of residence Is Included. Depending on 
year of death, 35 or 38 variables are coded 
for each death. 

Both jndei^lylng and contributing causes of 
death are coded using the International 
Classification of Diseases (ICD). Drug- 
related d( AiVS are classified by type of 
dmg when available and by whether the 
death was due to an acc4dent, therapeutic 
use, suldde, assault, or an undetermined 
cause. Deaths Involving Illegal drugs are 
not distinguishable from deaths Involving 
legal dmgs. 

^rhe Mortality MulUpk CBU$9'0f*D9ath 
Data f7/e Includes about 2 mll'lon deaths a 
year and provides an opportunity to ana- 
lyze demographic and geographic patterns 
of deaths resulting from drugs. 

The reliability of these reports Is unknown 
and may be somewhat problematic, given 
that judgments about cause of death may 



vary consldeiably from place to place, 
among Individuals, and across time. 
Because the ICD was revised In 1979, 
there may also be some disccntlnultles In 
coding between 1968-78 and 1979-87. 

National Maternal and Infant Health Survey 

Sponsored by the Centers for Disease 
Control of NCHS, this survey Includes a 
national random sample of 10,000 live 
births, 4,000 fetal deaths, and 6,000 infant 
deaths In 1988. The samples Include mar- 
ried and unmarried women In all States. 
Black and k>w-blrth-welght Infants were 
oversampled. The follovnjp sun/ey In 1990 
will begin creation of a longitudinal data 
base. The sun^oys focus on a wide variety 
factors associated with Infant and ea^'ly 
ihood mortality and morbidity Including 
.ition; health care; child care; and ma- 
^1 drug use, smoking, and atoohol use. 

lata are useful for examining the rela- 
4p between mother's substance use 
etai and Infant death. The 1990 foi- 
jp will be Important for examining the 
^<atlonshlp of mother's substance use to 
larly child devetopment and morbidity. 

Marijuana, cocaine, and alcohol use fre- 
quency and *'ever" having received alcohol 
or drug abuse treatment are each covered 
by one separate question, however. This 
Is a major limitation !o measuring the level 
of risk of maternal substance use because 
It precludes detailed analysis of the sub- 
stance use/infant health relationship. 

National Adolescent Student Health Survey 

This sun/ey was funded by the Public 
Health Service's Office of Disease Preven- 
tion and Health Promotion, the Centers for 
Disease Control, and NIDA. It Is intended 
to determine health-related knowledge, be- 
haviors, and attitudes among young peo- 
pie. A paper-and-pendl survey. It was 
conducted In late 1987 among approxi- 
mately 11,000 eighth- and tenth-grade stu- 
dents In public and private schools. These 
youth were at ages when their risk of drug 
use was very high. The survsy included 
detailed prevalence and Incidence ques- 
tions on Illicit drug use, cigarette and alco- 
hol use, suicide and dopr^^sslon, violence, 
AIDS, sexually transmitted diseases, and 
nutrition. 

Administering the survey to those In 
grades 8 and 10 minimized the problem of 
excluding dropouts. The sun/ey rr-ty not, 
however, have represented adequately 



those who have poor attendance. Data 
quality cannot be Judged until methodologi* 
cal details are available. 

Drug Abuse Warning Network (DAWN) 

initiated In 1972. DAWN Is a large-scale, 
ongoing data collection system adminis- 
tered by NIDA with participation from the 
Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA). 
The major objectives of the system are to: 

• Identify substances associated with drug 
abuse episodes reported by DAWN- 
atflllated facilities 

• monitor drug abuse patterns and trends 
and detect new abuse entities and new 
combinations 

• assess health hazards associated with 
drug abuse 

• provide data for national, State, and k>cal 
dmg abuse policy and program planning. 

Data are collected from a panel of hospital 
emergency rooms located In 21 Primary 
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (PMSA's) 
and from the offices of medical examin- 
ers/coroners k)cated In 27 PMSA's. A na* 
tlonal panel of hospitals kKsated outside of 
the metropolitan areas also report DAWN 
data. In1988, 738 emergency rooms and 
87 medical examiners participated In 
DAWN. Since 1987, an accelerated effort 
has been under way to transform the 
DAWN system to a national probability 
sample for emergency departments at the 
metropolitan and national levels. When 
completed, the new sample will alk)w NIDA 
to produce national, regional, and local es- 
timrtes of drug use episodes that are rep* 
resentatlve of drug-related emergency 
cases In those areas. 

An episode report is submitted for each 
dmg abuse patient who visits a DAWN 
emergency room and for each drug abuse 
death encountered by a DAWN medical 
examiner. Up to four substances can be 
specified for each episode and six sub- 
stances for each death. 

DAWN pertains o liy to that abusing popu- 
lation that seeks emergency medical treat- 
ment or dies In circumstances that bring 
the death to the attention of a medical 
examiner. The number of emergency 
room mentions Is not synonymous with the 
number of Individuals Involved with drug 
abuse. DAWN Includes only drugs men* 
tloned In relation to a medical crisis or tha^ 
were found In an Investigation of the cause 
of death. Substances that contributed to a 
drug episode may go undetected. 
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Stibfttanet abut • traatmant 
and pravantion 

Among tha aavaral aourcas that hava 
accumulatad Information about tha traat- 
ment of drug abusa ara thoaa that focus on 
tha numbers and charactaristlcs of traat* 
mant oHants and thosa that attampt to as* 
aess traatmant affactlvanasa. Data that 
daal primarily with tha traatmam of atco- 
hoHsm ara not Includad hara. Most of tha 
Information on tha availability of treatment 
tor defendants and offenders concerns 
only State adult correctional fadHtlas* The 
existing data on drug abuse prevention 
Include surveys about substance abuse 
education efforts by the States and school 
districts. 

National Drug and Alcoholism TreatmBnt 
Unit Sun/6y{m AJ\JS) 

NDATUS Is a national survey sponsored 
jointly by NIDA and the National Institute 
on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism (NIAAA). 
It Is designed to measure the location, 
scope, and characteristics of drug abuse 
and alcoholism treatment and prevention 
facilities, services, and activities throughout 
the United States. The NDATUS Is the 
only survey that Includes privately as well 
as publicly funded programs. Data col- 
lected from all treatment units Include unit 
Identification, type and scope of services 
provided, sources of funding, and staffing 
Information. The 1987 fiscal year survey 
produced Information from 8,689 alcohol 
and/or drug treatmem units In all 50 States, 
the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and 
other American territories. 

Because NDATUS Is a voluntary reporting 
program for treatment and prevention pro- 
grams. Its relationship to the universe of 
drug and alcohol abuse programs Is not 
l^nown. Many private substance abuse 
treatment programs do not report their 
data. 

7)>e State Alcohol and Drug Abuse Profile 
(SADAP) 

Sponsored by NIDA and NIAAA, this sur- 
vey has been conducted annually since 
1982 by the National Association of State 
Alcohol and Drug Abuse Directors 
(NASADAD). The data are obtained for all 
60 States plus the District of Columbia, 
Puerto Rico, and other American territo- 
ries. Tha purpose of SADAP Is to provide 
aggregate State-level treatment data on 
funding allocations and treatment unit and 
client characteristics In a uniform format 



using statistics that are already available 
at the State level. The matrices (both drug 
and alcohol) used by this system were 
adopted tor the 1987 NDATUS In an at- 
tempt to reduce the reporting burden for 
the States. 

Treatment Outcome Prospective Study 
(TOPS) 

Sponsored by NIDA with support from NIJ, 
TOPS Interviewed Individuals entering pub- 
licly funded drug abuse treatment pro** 
grams In calendar years 1979, 1980, and 
1981 In 10 cities about their drug and alco- 
hol use and related problems. The 11,750 
treatment clients were also Interviewed 
about their Involvement in criminal behav- 
ior and the criminal justice system. Sam- 
ples were Interviewed during treatment and 
up to 5 years after treatment. Methadone 
malmenance, detoxification, and residential 
and outpatient drug-free modalities were 
Included. 

Although the sample Is very large and Is 
distributed across the country. It Is not a 
random sample of treatment programs or 
clients. Moreover, private treatment pro- 
gram clients were not Included. Most data 
are self-reported, and much of the data In- 
volves sensitive Information. 

Census of State Adult Correctional 
Facilities 

This quinquennial census sponsored by the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) was 
most recently conducted Inl 984. The pur- 
pose of the census Is to describe State- 
operated confinement and communi- 
ty-based facilities. The 1964 census In- 
cludes data on facilities. Inmates, 
programs, staff, and expenditures. The 
census reports the number of Inmates In 
State facilities who were In counseling pro- 
grams Including counseling for alcohol ad- 
diction and drug dependence. 

The grouping of all types of counseling pro- 
grams Into one category limits the useful- 
ness of these data. The next census to be 
conducted In the summer of 1990 will 
breek out the types of counseling pro- 
grams 80 that there will be separate cate- 
gories for alcohol and drug dependence. 
In addition. Federal correctional facilities 
will be Included for the first time In 1990. 



Survey of Employer Antl-dmg Programs 

The Bureau of Labor Statistics undertooli 
this survey In the summer of 1988. It esti- 
mates the number of private nonagrlcul- 
tural establishments with drug-testing or 
employee assistance programs. Data are 
available by employment size class, major 
Industry division, and region. Over 7,500 
establishments were sampled. An estab- 
Hshment rather than company Is the unit 
of analysis. The major limitation to the sur** 
vey Is the ladi of coverage of public em- 
ployers such as Federal, State, and local 
governments. 

State and District Efforts In Substance 
Abuse Education Surveys 

In 1987, the Cemer tor Education Statistics 
of the Department of Education conducted 
two surveys about substance abuse edu- 
cation through Its Fast Response Survey 
System (FRSS). The State survey was 
sent to the State education agencies in all 
50 States and the District of Columbia All 
of the agencies responded. This survey 
collected Information on State drug abuse 
education efforts Including requirements for 
school districts, assistance to school dis- 
tricts, resources for substance abuse edu** 
cation, coordination with other agencies, 
and the perceived extent of substance 
abuse. 

The survey of school districts used a 
national probability sample of 700 public 
school districts and had a 98% response 
rate. This survey Included questions about 
substance abuse policies of the school 
districts Including actions taken for sub- 
stance abuse Infractions, substance abuse 
education, programs to provent student 
substance abuse, dlb^ilot resources for 
substance abuse education, and the per- 
ceived extent of substance abuse. 

These surveys were part of an assessment 
of current State and local substance abuse 
prevention activities being prepared for 
Congress. They do not address the effec- 
tiveness of these efforts. They measure 
only those efforts performed through the 
State departments of education and the 
school districts and do not Include the sub- 
stance abuse education efforts of any 
other agencies. 
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Sourct and volume of lllagal druga 

Qood Information on the source and vol- 
umt of IHeoal drugs Is crudal to tho forma^ 
tlon of policymaking, enforcement, and 
intervention strategies; the accurate as** 
eessment of the effectiveness of Interven- 
tion efforts; and treatment and prevention 
planning. This Information needs to 
Include data on drug^exportlng countries; 
the sources, volume, and types of drugs 
shipped to the United States; domestic 
drug markets; drug distribution systems; 
the prices of Illegal drugs; and patterns of 
consumer demand. 

The task of statistically describing the Ille- 
gal drug trade Is fc/mldable. By Its nature 
the drug trade Is surreptitious, and partici- 
pants conceal the^T shipments and transac- 
tions. 

Currently available statistics and their prob- 
lems are as follows: 

« Cultivation production estimates are 
made for the opium poppy and coca 
plants, the sources of heroin and cocaine; 
however, these estimates are not precise, 
and It Is not f(nown what proportion of the 
production Winters the United States. 

• Marijuana production Is particularly diffi- 
cult to estimate because marijuana Is 
grown In many areas of the world. Includ- 
ing the United States, In small cultivation 
ptots and, unlike heroin and cocaine, re- 
quires little processing. 

• Border seizures of heroin, cocaine, and 
marijuaia are the basis for many of the 
estimates of the volume of dmgs that enter 
the United States. The accuracy of the 
estimates Is unknown because there Is 
Ittle Information about the proportion of 
shipments that are Interdicted. 

Existing data series lack systematic data 
collection, as well as specific criteria and 
rules for calculations, to generate the type 
of Information needed for policymaking. In 
addition, no national data series exist on 
domestic drug markets, distribution sys- 
tems, the prices of Illegal drugs, and con- 
sumer preferences. 



National NarMtlca Intelligence Conaumera 
Committee {m\CC) 

The Committee was created In 1978 as a 
cooperative effort Involving Federal agen- 
cies with drug-related law enforcement, 
foreign and domestic policy, treatment, 
research, and Intelligence responsibilities. 
The Committee was organized to coordi- 
nate, collect, analyze, disseminate, and 
evaluate drug*«related Intelligence. The 
Drug Enforcement Admlnlstratton (DEA) 
Deputy Assistant Administrator for Intelli- 
gence Is the Committee chair. 

Annually, the NNICC produces a report 
that provides estimates of the volume and 
sources of Illegal drugs available In the 
United States. Availability and distribution 
are estimated for opiates, cocaine, 
cannabis products, and other Illegal drugs. 
Production estimates are given for se- 
lected foreign countries. The report also 
provides estimates of the volume of drug 
money laundered and the methods and 
tocatlons of money-laundering operations. 

The Committee uses multiple sources to 
estimate controlled substance production 
and distribution volume. The primary 
source for production estimates In foreign 
countries Is the International Narcotica 
Control Strategy Report (INCSR) that Is 
discussed below. Other sources used 
Include Monitoring the Future and the Dmg 
Abuae Warning Network (DAWN), de- 
scribed eariler. 

The spedflcs of how the NNICC estimation 
methodotogles have been revised have not 
been published, so It Is difficult to assess 
the validity of year-to-year comparison esti- 
mates. The validity of the assumptions 
made In the NNICC report about the pro- 
portion of the total traffic that Is seized Is 
unknown because law enforcement and 
other official sources do not know the ac- 
tual level of Illegal diug distribution and 
production activity. 



International Narcotics Control Strategy 
flsporr (INCSR) 

The Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 , as 
amended, requires the Department of 
State to prepare an annual International 
Narcotica Control Strategy Report (INCSR) 
to assess the performance of significant 
narcotics-producing and -transiting coun- 
tries during the previous calendar year. 
The INCSR Is the factual basis for the 
President to certify whether or not a major 
narcotics-producing or -transiting country 
has cooperated fully with the United States 
In meeting legislative require ^ mtu In a va- 
riety of narcotics control areas. These 
Include satisf/Ing goats In bilateral and 
multilateral narcotics control agreements, 
In preventing illegal drugs from being pro- 
duced or trafficked through a country to the 
United States, and In preventing and pun- 
ishing drug-related money-laundering 
activities and public corruption. 

Under the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986, 
countries that do not receive Presidential 
certification or a national-Interest waiver 
will be denied U.S. Qovernment assistance 
other than narcotics control, disaster, and 
various types of humanitarian aid. The 
United States Is also required to vote 
against toans in multilateral devetopment 
banks to countries denied certification. In 
1990, of the 24 major narcotlcs-produdng 
and -transiting countries, four — 
Afghanistan, Burma, Iran, and Syrian- 
were denied certification; one country, 
Lebanon, was granted a national-Interest 
waiver. 

Data Tor the INCSR are collected In the 
field by the Department of State, DEA. and 
other U.S. Qovernment agencies. Produc- 
tion estimates are made In Washington on 
the basis of m6thodok)gles used for esti- 
mating other agricultural crops. Data col- 
lected In the INCSR are used In the NNICC 
report previously cited. 
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Drua«i orlmti and tht orlmlnal Juttloa 
•yttom 

SM§ §t§tut§9 

Criminal Justice Is primarily a State and 
local responsibility In the United States. 
While the Federal Qov^rnment has Juris- 
diction over controlled substances, State 
legislatures also enact statutes concerning 
drugs* While not statistical data, Informa* 
tlon about these statutes Is valuable In 
determining what the States are doing with 
tegard to drug control and how they differ 
In their approach. 

A QuIdB to State ControlM Sub$tanco$ 
ns 

Prepared under the sponsorship of BJA, 
this Quide summailzes Federal and State 
penalties for drug possession and for dru^ 
manufacture, delivery, and sale. In addi- 
tion, It Identifies forfeiture provisions, 
offenses Involving minors, drug parapher^ 
naila restrictions, and offenses Involving 
counterfeit drugs. 

State statiles were analyzed to Identify 
common elements and were classified into 
several categories. Therefore, compar- 
isons among the State statutes can be 
made. In addition, the QuIde provides 
statute citations and describes each Juris- 
diction's dnjg scheduiInQ system. An up- 
date of the ig88 repcrt will be published in 
the f?" of 1990. This update will Include 
additional Information on several topics 
Including special provisions regarding 
minors, crack cocaine, tax provisions from 
the revenue codes, precursor drugs, drug 
diversion, revocation of driver's licenses, 
and steroids. 

Digest of State AlcohohHIghway Safety 
Legislation 

Produced by the National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHT8A), this Digest 
annually summarizes State legislation con- 
cerning driving-whiie-intoxicated offenses 
and other State laws related to alcohol use 
and driving. While the emphasis of this 
Digest Is on alcohol-related offenses. It 
also lists the drugs that, if found to have 
been used by a driver, will result In a driv- 
ing-whiie-intoxlcated offeree. Additional 
information is provided on whether blood 
and urine tests may be required of drivers 
and on both the criminal and regulatory 
sanctions that may be imposed. 



The Information is dcve'oped by NHTSA 
through analysis of State statutes. The 
Information on drugs Is not summarized 
but Is contained In the State-by-State list- 
ings. The Digest does not contain any 
Information about State laws to revoke an 
operator's permit upon conviction of a 
criminal drug charge. 

Law rniforcemeni 

Much attention In the publto policy dlscus- 
ston has been given to the enforcement of 
drug laws. The da .that do exist provkie 
an estimate of law enforcement activity 
through arrosts, drug seizures, and man-* 
agement statisttes. Uttle Information exists 
on the f /pes of enforcement strategies 
used, targets of drug enforcement, or 
the effectlvenecs of law enforcement. 

Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) 

The Federal Bureau of investigation (FBI) 
has accumulated, organized, and pub- 
lished offense and arrest statistics from 
State and local law enforcement agencies 
around the country In the UCR since 1930. 
In 1988, approximately 16,000 agencies, 
representing 98% of the U.S. population, 
provided data for eight Index offenses and 
those cleared by law enforcement. Most 
participating agencies also report the num- 
ber of arrests for all crimes by characteri^" 
tics of the a^^restees and the number and 
type of employees. 

The UCR collects Information on drug 
arrests, not drug offenses. Arrests for 
drug abuse violations are published by 
age, race, sex, and geographic area. More 
detailed Information, such as arrest break- 
downr for drug possession and distribution 
by drug type, is unpublshed but available 
from the FBI. 

In the last several years, the basic UCR 
has been redesigned to collect national 
data on an Incldent-by-incldent basis. This 
National incident-Based Reporting System 
(NIBPS) wlH have roughly 25 States report- 
ing by the end of 1991. The new system 
will orovide drug offense data including 
;ype of dmg and type of dmg offense. 
Drug Involvement in any of the 22 broad 
categories of offenses will be delineated. 
In addition, the nevtf system will permit 
analysis of all offenses that occur in any 
given incident, not Just the most serious 
offense. 



System to Retrieve Infom^atlon from Drug 
Evidence (SmOE) 

In its role as the lead agency In enforcing 
Federal drug laws, DEA tests Jlegal sub- 
stances bought or seized In Its law en- 
forcement operations. The results of this 
testing In DEA's laboratories are main- 
tained In STRIDE, which began operation 
in 1971. Each of the hundreds of thou- 
sands of recorc^ . Includes data about kx}a- 
tlon, controlled b.id nonoontrolled 
substances Identified, drug price and purity 
(where avallable)i and other variables. 

The STRIDE system can provide detailed 
Information about Federal drug removal 
efforts over many years. STRIDE data are 
Fmlted because: 

• the oystem does not Include much infor- 
mation about the State and k)cal activities 
that comprise the bulk of the Nation's drug 
control activltier 

• DEA's formal mandate to focus their 
enforcement activities In certain areas 
(such as high-volume heroin and cocaine 
dealers) limits the scope of STRIDE. 

Law enforcement Management 
and Administrative Statistics (LEMAS) 

Sponsored by the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics (BJS), LEMAS perlodlcaiiy col- 
lects Information from a sample of some 
3,000 law enforcement agencies. The 
Initial survey collected Information on types 
of programs operated In police agencies, 
Including drug enforcement units, drug 
education units, and laboratory testing 
f&cllltles. This current Information Is not 
detailed enough to permit generallzatbns 
about law enforcement activities conc^^rn- 
Ing drugs. 

The next sun. ey that will be conducted In 
1990 will Include new drug-related ques- 
tions that will Include Information about the 
number of officers assigned to special drug 
units, the cost of such units, participation in 
muHiJurisdictionai task forces, receipt of 
assets from asset forfeiture programs, 
types of drugs seized, arrestee testing 
programs, and employee testing programs. 
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Proc§99lng drug off§ntl§r$ 

In ordir to usqm the Impaot of drugs on 
crime and the criminal Justice systen in- 
formation Is needed on the processing of 
drug offenders through the criminal Justice 
systen. For example, we need to know If 
drurj cases are clogging the system, what 
the conviction rate Is for those accused of 
daig offenses, what sentences drug 
offenders are receiving, and how many 
convicted offenders are being sent to 
prison and for how long. 

Current data merles permit us to provide 
answers to some of these questions. 
However, the loose confederation of agen- 
cies that Is the criminal justice system 
exists In an Intergovernmental framework 
that makes geographic coverage difficult. 
Most of the data series cannot provide 
national estimates and are multljurlsdlc- 
tlonal rather than representative of all 
States or localities. Most of the data that 
are available cover only the most serious 
offenses. 

NatlonBlJudldal Reporting Program 
(NJRP) 

Sponsored by BJ8, the NJRP Is based on 
a nationally representative sun/ey of a 
sample of State courts. The survey pro- 
vides data for the United States and the 75 
largest counties. NJRP provkles case- 
level data for felony convictions In eight 
categories Including drug trafficking. The 
data Include the types and lengths of sen- 
tences to probation. Jail, prison, and other 
conditions. The surveys In this new series 
were conducted In 1966 and 1968. 

NJRP Is limited to Information on cases 
that result In a fek>ny convk^tlon. Most of 
the NJRP data are available only for the 
eight offense categories Including drug 
trafficking. Drug possession Is Included In 
an ''other'* category. Analysis of the "other" 
category reveals that about 10% of the 
convtotions were for fetony drug posses- 
sion. However, as most drug possession 
cases are misdemeanors, the series does 
not cover all the Judicial activity regarding 
dmg cases. The 1990 survey Includes a 
separate offense category for felony drug 
possession. 

Offemer-fiased Transactlof} Statistics 
(OBTS) 

0BT8 data are accumulated by BJS from 
States that report the disposition of adult 
felony arrests. In 1987, 14 States provided 



OBTS data to BJS, covering 39% of the 
U.S. populatton. The reporting program Is 
voluntary and not nationally representative. 

i 

At a minimum, participating States submit 
to 3JS case*level data that Include age of 
offender, arrest date and charge, court- 
disposed offense and date. Judicial decl- 
slon» and sentence. Additional data about 
the offender and every stage of processing 
mey be submitted as well. Ir order to pro- 
vide uniformity among State crime codes, 
the States determine the appropriate cias*- 
siflcatlon for their reported dispositions by 
using the Nattonal Crime Information 
Center's crime classifications. Subse* 
quently, BJS merges these data Into stand- 
ard BJS crime classification codes. 

Information Is avaHablefor the most seri- 
ous arrest charge, demographic character- 
istics of offenders, and final disposlv ./n and 
sentence. Rnal dlsp^ sltlon refers either to 
a decision not to prosecute or to a trial 
court finding. Felony drug offenders' char- 
acteristics and the outcomes of their ar*^ 
rests can be compared with the 
characteristics and outcomes of those 
charged with other kinds of offenses. Most 
of the data, however, do not altow distinc- 
tions among types of dmgs or between 
sales and possession. 

The OBTS system Is unique because It 
can link arrest and disposltton Information. 
It traces a criminal defendant's contact with 
the criminal Justk^e system from the point 
of arrest to final disposition by police, pros- 
ecutors, and courts. 

One of the limitations of OBTS Is that It 
only Includes individuals from whom the 
police get legible fingerprints at arrest. 
Offenders are sometimes not fingerprinted, 
the prints are sometimes not legible, and 
dlsposltk3nal Information Is not always pro- 
vided. However, offenders charged with 
drug sales, more often a felony, may be 
more ikely to be fingerprinted than those 
charged with possession, more often a 
misdemeanor. Another limitation Is that 
not all State OBTS systems are of equal 
qualty or coverage. 

Prosecution of Febr}/ Arrests 

This BJS series provides data on the pros- 
ecution of felonies from arrest to disposi- 
tion and Includes trafficking and 
possession offenses. It began In 1979, 
and statistics have been complied through 
1986. The 1987 edition Is expected to be 
publshed In 1990. The 1987 report will 



contain Information from 36 urban proseou* 
tors' offices. Statistics are available for 
declinations by prosecutors, dismissals, 
convtotions (by guilty plea or trial), acquit- 
tals at trial, sentences (to Incarceration, 
probation, or other conditions), and 
elapsed time from arrest to disposition. 

Current Prosecution o! Fetor\y Arrests data 
are not nationally representative; by 1990, 
however, the new sample design will be 
fully Implemented to contain data on about 
50 Jurlsdicttons that are nationally repre- 
sentative of the 200 largest prosecutors' 
offices. These Jurlsdicttons account for 
two'thlrds of all serious crimes. 

The ^down of drug offenses In the se- 
ries Is derived from State statutory defini- 
tions of fetony crimes. Crime type 
categories are based on the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics' crime type definitions. 
State statutory crime codes do not typlc^iiy 
Mentlfy drug type. The series tracks all 
crimes that begin with a fetony arrest, 
Including fek>ny cases subsequently 
reduced to misdemeanors. Original misde- 
meanor arrests are not Included. 

National Corrections Reporting Program 
(NCRP) 

The NCRP, sponsored by BJS, annually 
describes prisoners entering and leaving 
prisons and parole. Initiated In 1983, the 
program Includes demographic character- 
istics, sentence length, time served, and 
offense type (Including the drug categories 
of heroin, marijuana, and "other") for hun- 
dreds of thousands of Individuals. Data for 
NCRP are collected from most States 
(40 In 1986) and the Federal Bureau of 
Prisons. 

NCRP Is an Important source of Informa- 
tion about the size, turnover, and charac- 
teristics of correctional populations and 
time served In Institutions and on parole. 
The limitations of NCRP Include the 
absence of data for some States and the 
fact that variations In State practices may 
restrict some State*by-8tate comparisons. 

Federal Integrated Justice Database 

Also sponsored by B 'S, the Database 
contains Information about Individuals and 
corporations processed by the Federal 
criminal Justice system. It collects data 
about the outcome of Investigations, such 
as whether the person was prosecuted, 
convteted, and Incarcerated; time served In 
prison; and offense codes permitting 
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broakdown o( drug otfantM into dIttrlbU' 
tion/manufaoturf, Importation, possesolon, 
and ganaral trafficking catagorlas. Thlc 
ongoing sories began In 1980. 

Th» F0d9r»Hnt«grt*«dJustlc9 Dati^aao Is 
unkiue baoausa It links tha separata com- 
ponents of the Federal criminal Justice 
aystem (law anforoement agencies, courts, 
corrections, etc.). Federal ocises, on the 
other hand, are a amall and unrepresenta- 
tiva proportion of all dmg cases because 
most criminal justice systeir activity occurs 
at tha State end kwal levels. 

Juvtnihf Court Statistics 

Sponsored by the Office of Juvenile Jus- 
tice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) 
of the Department of Justice, the National 
Juvenile Court Data Archive collects 
administrative records on each case han- 
dled In more than 1 ,300 of the Nation's 
Juvenile courts and on aggregate juvenile 
court data. In 1985, Juvenile courts repre- 
aentlng over 96% of the U.S. youth popula- 
tion contributed either case-level or 
court-level aggregate statlstkss. Voluntarily 
aubmitted, these data are not part of a 
census or probability sample. From these 
data, national estimates of the numbers 
and types of delinquency and stpius 
offense cases disposed of by Juvenile 
courts. Including characteristics of the 
Juveniles handled, are prepared annually, 

In 1985, the delinquency e&tlmates were 
based on cases handled formally In 1,133 
Juvenile courts In 22 States and on aggre- 
gate-level data from 345 Jurisdictions In an- 
other 7 States, Drug offenses are a 
category of delinquency used throughout 
this source. Additional detail on dmg pos- 
session, drug trafficking, and marijuana 
and alcohol delinquency cases Is also pro- 
vMed but Is based on data from those Juris- 
dlcttons that could provide such detail. 
Data for status offenses do not break out 
any drug-related behavior, although liquor 
offenses are Included. 

lnamutlorrMz9<l off9ndjr$ and dtuga 

The substance abuse patterns of Inmates 
have been examined In -jveral national 
sun/eys of Jails and prisons and a number 
of State-level surveys. Inmate substance 
abuse data are useful In determining the 
Ink between drugs and crime as well as In 
planning for treatment of the Institutional 
populatton. 



Sutvoy of Inmatos of Local Jails 

The quinquennial Survey of Inmatos of 
LocalJalla Ic sponsored by the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics. In the third survey, con- 
ducted In 1963, a probability sample of 
5,765 Inmates were Interviewed In person. 
In 1989, BJ8 conducted a fourth survey 
that Interviewed almost 6,000 Inmates. 
Results from this survey will be released In 
the summer of 1990. Extensive Informa- 
tion on drug and ateohol use Is collected In 
this survey. Including data on age of first 
use, use In relationship to the time of arrest 
and Incarceration, drug dependency, and 
treatment history. Drug use data are avail- 
able for heroin, methadone, 'T"s and 
Blues, amphetamines, methaquatone, bar- 
biturates, cocaine or crack, LSD, PCP, and 
marijuana or hashish. Sock>demographlc, 
emptoyment, and criminal-history data 
were also collected. Interviewees are 
assured that their responses to questions 
about Illegal behavk)r will remain confiden- 
tial. 

The probability sampling procedures of the 
Jail surveys produce data generallzable to 
the national Jail population at the time of 
the survey. The existence of four Jail 
Inmate surveys beginning In 1972 allows 
oomparlsons overtime. 

Survoy of Inmatos of State Correctional 
Facilities 

AlbO sponsored by BJS, the third Survey of 
Inmates of State Correctbnsi FaclKtlos was 
conducted In 1986 when a probability 
sample of 13,711 Inmates were Inter- 
viewed In person. This survey collects 
extensive dmg and alcohol use data like 
that collected for the Survey of Inmates of 
/.oca/ (/a//s described above. Soclodemo- 
graphh, empk>yment, and criminal-history 
data w»re also collected. Interviewees are 
assured that their responses to questions 
requesting sensitive Information about Ille- 
gal behavior will be confidential. 

The probability sampling procedures pro- 
duce data gsnerallzabie to the prison 
Inmate population at the time of the survey. 
The existence of *hree State prison Inmate 
surveys beginning In 1974 allows compar- 
isons over the 12-year period. The next 
survey will be conducted In 1 991 . 

Survey of Youth In Custody 

This survey, sponsored by BJS In 1987, 
Included 2,621 youth In long-tern, Statt 
opeiated juvenile Institutions. Mo^x of the 



youth Interviewed were between ages 15 
and 17; 27% were age 18 or older. Infor- 
mation was collected during personal inter- 
views about family situatton, current 
offense, previous arrests and Incarcera- 
tions, weapons use, and use of drugs and 
akx)hol. The substance use data were 
collected for age at first use, regular use, 
and uso at the time of the incarceration 
offense. 

The sample Is nationally representatlva of 
Incarcerated youth In State-operated train- 
ing schools In 1967. The youth Included 
were institutionalized for criminal offenses, 
status offenses, or other noncriminal rea- 
sons. 

Children In Custody Census 

OJJDP sponsors this blennlcl survey of 
over 3,500 public and private Juvenile 
residential facilities, ranging from secure 
State-operated training schools to small 
private group homes. The CNIdronIn 
Custody Census has been ongoing since 
1971 as the only national source of Infor- 
mation on juvenile facilities, their programs, 
and their resident population. 

The Chlldron In Custody Census collects 
Information on the number of confined 
juveniles whose moot serious offenses 
Include the distribution of drugs (Including 
growing and manufacturing); possession 
and use of Illegal drugs; and possession, 
purchase, or consumption of alcohol. For 
the first time In 1967, this census collected 
Information on the availability and enroll- 
ment In specific types of treatment pro- 
grams including those dealing with dmg 
and alcohol dependency of juveniles. The 
1989 consus will not have data on program 
enrollment. 

Survey of Prison end Jail Inmates 

In this one-time survey sponsored by NIJ 
and conducted by The RAND Corporation, 
1,380 adult male prison Inmates and 810 
jail Inmates completed questionnaires In 
1978 and 1979. At the time of the survey, 
the Inmates In the survey represented 
Incoming Incarcnratlon cohorts of adult 
males In three States, California, Michigan, 
and Texas. The Inmates wera asked 
about their juvenile and adult criminal histo- 
ries, attitudes about crime and justice, and 
use of dmgs and akx)hol. Official records 
were also used to collect Information about 
prior arrests, convictions, and sentences. 
Very detailed Information about criminal 
behavior and drug use was collected. 
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Some underreporting of the drug U9e and 
crime data Is to be expected, but validity 
studies showed that results wore not al- 
tered when respondents giving ""suspU 
clous'* responses were excluded from 
analyses. 

A national oompllatlon of atatlitleal 
drug Indicatore 

An annual BJS series itnce 1973, the 
Souro0book of Ci1mhmlJu$tlG9 Statistics 
includ(^s a variety of Information about 
drugs. The Sourcebook complies Informa* 
tion from existing research and from a 
large number of public agencies. Use of 
drugs In the general population and among 
offenders Is Included as well as public opin- 
ion and attitudlnal data about drug use and 
the drug problem. Arrests for drug 
offenses and drug seizures by DEA, U.S. 
Customsi and the Coast Guard are also 
provided. This volume brings together In a 
single document much Information from 
many sources aboui the drug problem and 
the governmental response to It. 



The Drugs & Crime Data Center & 
Clearinghouse, the central source for 
drugs and crime data, Is funded by 
the Bureau of Justice Assistance and 
managed by the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, U.S. Department of Justice. 
The Data Center Is at Research 
Triangle Institute (RTI), Research 
Triangie Park, NC. The Clearing- 
house Is at Aspen Systems Corpora- 
tion, Rockvllle, MD. In BJS, Benjamin 
H. Renshaw III and Sue A. Undgren 
provide project direction. Marilyn 
Marbrook administered publication of 
this report, assisted by Yvonne 
Boston. 



Drugs & Crime Data 



Drug! & Crime 
DataCenierA 
Clear inghoute 




A New and Useful Tool 
Against Drugs and Crime 



IMgXwmt^*^ „f state Alcohol 

;U„naU>-e.Ulon^-;^^^,,,. 
TVeaUn.ntAll.n«tlv«lo«^^ 



BOO hbh V^'^ 



A report from the Drugs & Crime Data Center & Clearinghouse 1-800-666-3332 



April 1990« NCJ*122715 



The Assistant Attorney General, 
Office of Justice Programs, 
coordinates the activities of the 
following offices and bureaus: Bureau 
of Justice Statistics, National Institute 
of Justice, Bureau of Justice 
Assistance, Office of Juvenile Justice 
and Delinquency Preventbn, and 
Office for Victims of Crime. 
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Publications order form, Spring 1990 



a Drug Irttficklno; A report 
to ttif Pritld«nt e/0Q 1 1 Qa44 



Drugc & Crimt Data Cantar 
ftClaarlnghouaa 

O SUto drug retouroM: A rwtionil 
diraclOfy 6/90 122502 

□ Fedmral drug dau for national policy 

4/M) 122715 

□ Salaried bibfogftphiaa on special 
lopjca by raquaal. 

oaR 1-600-€a6*3332 
a OnMa I CHma Data Cantar 
A Ciaaringhouio brochure 

BC103 

□ Druoa I Crime Clearinghouae 
roloaax card BC 100 



Burt w of Juatica Statiatica 

□ Drugs and crime facta. 1989 

1/00 21022 

□ Sourcebook of criminal justice 
atatiatica. 1066 6/60 (out 
of slock: order #027-000-01331-7 
from U.S. Govl Printing Office, 
Wuhlngton, DC 20402; cost $32; 
to use Visa cr Mssteroard call 
202-763*3235 or fax 275-0010) 

□ Federei criminal oases. 1980-67 

7/69116311 



□ BJS data report, 1068 

5/89110262 

□ Prisoners in ^988 4/89 Y16316 

□ ReokJivism of prisoners reN»ased 
in 1963 4/89116261 

□ BJS annual report, fiaoal 1986 

3/89115749 

□ Fak>ny aentenoea in Slate courta, 
1066 2/89 115210 

□ The redeaigned NationcI Crime 
Survey: Selected rtew data, 
1966-67 1/89114746 

□ Sun'oy of youth in cusiody. 1987 

9/86113365 

□ Sourcebook of criminal Justk^e 
statistics. 1967 9/88111612 

□ Drug use and crime: State prison 
inmate a urvey. 1966 

G/88 111940 

□ Drug taw violators, 1960-86: 
Federal offenses and offendera 

Gi/88 111763 

□ Report to the Nation on orime and 
ju8tk;e: 2ndeditk)n 

6/66 105506 

□ BJS data report. 1987 

4/86110643 

□ Drunk driving, 1963 & 1986<7 

2/66 109045 

□ Pretrial release and detentk>n; 
The Bail Reform Act of 1984. 1965 

2/86109929 

□ Profile of State prison inmates, 1986 

1/86 109926 

□ Tracking offenders, 1984 

1/88Hd686 

□ Time served in prison and on oarole, 
1084 12/87108544 



□ Sentencing outcomes in ZB fatony 
coufta.1986 8/87105743 

□ Sentencina and time aerved: 
Federal offeneea and offends ra. 
1985-86 6/87101043 

□ Recidivism of young paroteea, 
1978-84 5^7 104916 

□ Prieon admiaaiona and rei#asea. 
1983 3/86 100662 

□ JaUinmalea. 1963 11/8599175 

□ Fek>ny sentencing In 16 local 
lurisdk;tk>ns, 1983-64 

' 6/85 97661 

□ Examining reckiivism, 1979-63 

2/8596501 

□ Pretrial rek^ase and misconduoi: 
Federa! offensea and offendera. 
1079 1/8596132 

□ Prisoners and drugs, 1979 

3'83 67575 
n P/isoners and alcohol. 1979 

1/93 66223 



National Inatltutaof JuUIca 

□ 1966 Drug use forecasting annual 
report 3^122226 

□ Drug use forecasting; 
AprlT-June 1969 12/89 120742 

G Prison programs for drug-involved 
offenders 10/89118316 

□ The polk;e and drugs 

9/89117447 

□ Drug use forecasting: 
Jan.-Mar. 1969 7/89119517 

□ In-prlson programa for drug- 
involved offendera 7/89 1 1790^ 



□ :iK?al-)ev^l drug enforcement: 
Niw atrategiss 4/89 116751 

□ Sti ^t kivel drug enforcement 

9M6 115403 

□ Empt^yee drug-lasting poilokNi 

in prh on ayalema 8/86 1 12824 

□ Attorney Qaneral announces NU 
Drug Use Forecasting sysism 

3/86 109957 

□ AIDS and intraver>pua drug use 

2/88 108620 

□ Characteristics of different types 
of drug-involved oNendera 

2/66108560 

□ Arresting the demand for dnigs: 
Police and achool partnersNpa 

11/87 105199 

□ Controlling drug abuse and crime: 
M rssearcn update 3/87 104866 

a Drug use forecaating: New York 
1964-86 2/87 107272 

□ Drug education 1 0/87 1 04567 

□ Drug lasting 10/87 104666 

□ Drug traffioklng io/87 104655 

□ Empfoyee drug testing policies 
in poikie departments 

10/86 102632 
Q Drugs and crime: Controlling use 
and reducing risk through testing 
9/86102668 

□ Heroin 7/86100741 

□ Drinking and crima 7/86 100737 

□ Proiect DARE: Teaching kids to 
say 'no* to drugs and alcohol 

3/86 100756 

□ Interpol: Qk>bal help In the fight 
againat drugs, ten^orists, and 
counterfeitera 9/85 98902 



□ Probing the links between druge 
and crime 2/8#9e668 

□ Use of forfeiture sanctions In drug 
oases 7/S5 98259 

□ Drug use and pretrial crime in the 
OistrkJtof Columbia 

10/84 94073 



Buraau Of Juatica 
Aaalitanca 

□ Treatment alternatlvea Id alraei 

crime (TASC): Resource catalog 
10/69 119647 

□ BulMing integrity and reducing 
drug corruption In pottoe 
d^ipartments 9/89 1 20662 

□ Eatimating the costs of drug testing 
tot pretriaf testing program 

0^89116317 

□ Drug recognitk>n program 

4/89117432 

□ Tieatnient alternatiyea to atreat 
crime: Implementing the model 

9/88116322 

□ Urinalyaia aa part of a treatment 
alternatlvea to street crime (TASC) 
program 7/8811$41l» 

□ An inviiatk)n to project DARE (Drug 
Abuse Resistance Education) 

6/88114802 

□ Reducing crime by reducing drug 
abuse 6/88113110 

□ Treatment alternatives to street 
crime: Program brief 

1/88116323 



Al documanta ara fraa. For ordara of mora than 10 dociimanta pleaaa dali 
1*80(^«66-3332 for poitago artd handling e«:tinmta (apaolal rates for tibrariea). 

□ Plaasa add m)/ nama to the Oaiga and Crima malting list. 
Nama 



Chaok titlaa daairad, fill in blanka balow, and mail to: 
Druga & Crima Data Cantar & Claaringhouaa. 
1600 Raaaaroh Boulavard, Rockvitia, MO 20SS0. 



_Titla^ 



Organization. 
,\ddraaa 



_Daytlma phona. 



City, State, sip. 



US. Dapartmant of Juatica 

Off loo of Justice Programs 
Bureau of Justice Stati8tk)8 



Official Buainaaa 

Panahty for Prh^ata U8« $300 
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